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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Joseph W. Drodae f substituting for Krishnan Menon) . (3) . 

(2) Michael Braumstein . (4) 

Date of Interview: 19 November 2004 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)KI Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)[x] applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)|gl No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1. 10 and 14 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Oscarsson. Baudet and Baurmeister. all of rannrd 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)H N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an aqreement 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet. a » 



was 



(A fuller description if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab e, ,f ava ab e, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

L H tpp?/!^w^^^ T ° THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

r 5 115 c!™ 6 ^ V 3 04) " lf 3 reply t0 the last ° ffice action has alread V be en filed, APPLICANT IS 
™. N ?J?T M ° NTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 




Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

iT a , ! l in„ e ^ r !lhl S i a,en J en, 35 ,0 S . U ^ e ° f ™! face -'°- face . vide ° conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

ZnZ^Z^'V I" T" eSt f in Vi6W ° f a " in,erVi6W Wi,h an examiner ' a com P' e,e wri,,en s,alemen < of lhe reasons Panted at the interview as 

warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .1 1 1 . 1 .1 35. (35 U.SC. 1 32) 

... . . ... ,. _ . . , J 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

SSJEEESSl?" ° f Tra * , 1 mark . Cflic f s u h ° uld ^ transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or .heir attorneys or agents at the Patent and 

5S12 , „ ' " nneC f T; T ° f "!? Pa ' enl and Trademark 0ffice Wi " be based exclusive 'V °" «" ™«™ recora in the Office. No attention vTbe paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. "w.uon ™" oe para 10 



in , . T Hf aCt 'u?u° f ! h ? Pa, . ent and Trademark 0ffice cannot b e based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

th» ov^iIIMhI re , s P° nsibili, y of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

reSPOnSibiHty t0 S6e that SUCh 3 ™> " made and * iia. InaccuracS 

interviewers 

r, WhiCh in,erview ^? rdati ° n iS ° therWiSe pr ° Vided f ° r in SeC,ion 812 ^ 1 of?he Manual <* Pa tent ExI'nSng Procedure or Sng 
HSl P f h V r ° rS °- unread , able in ° ffice actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below VVheTthe 
substance of an interview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required 

J he ntervievy Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file and listed on the 
Con tents- secfion of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agertfatthi 

of the ,nterview - " ttie case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applets ^correspondence address 
S^LT/? '^"f m T communication. ' f addrti ° nal correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an alSce o? if ot£ 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^ n ^ a,i ° n f Whether f a9re ! ment W3S reaChed and if S0 ' a descri Ption of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

not rS agreed 98 being allow ab'e)- Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

w " 'I daa j rable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case it 
uS innS 0WeV6r ' th3t the , "iTr SUmmary F ° rm Wi " not norma "y be cons ' dered a complete and projer SSS^SS^T' 
sSnc! ^oHhe inter^ie S w PP " ^ °' °" ,0 ' M ' a " ° f the appli ° ab ' e itemS « below concerning ?he 

^ C a°k P ' and P r °P er /eco rdat 'o n o f the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, ' aescnDea on tne 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

ZnuwtT Thf iZ° f r 8 T me " t f " eed not b f len 9 ,n y or elaborat e- A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 

Sbethol a e ro nderS ^ 0d h in H h h e C ° nt f l ,° f the apP " Ca,i0n flle - ° f course ' the a PP |ica nt ma? desire to emphasize and fu ly 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7) thfexaminer.' ** 9enCra ' feSU ' tS ° f ° UtC ° me ° f ^ in,erview unless a,read y described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record is not compete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record P 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement 'IK^ hta^^f * 0UW T*™* °f ihe eXaminer Sh0Uld send a letter settin 9 forth the examiner's version of the 

statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/813,750 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: A general overview of the invention, the most recent office action 
and above pnor art was presented. The central issue with respect to claim 1 concerns whether simultaneous sealing of 
the housing portions and of the hollow fibers to each other and to the housing is taught in the prior art in combination 
with the "pnor to cutting" limitation; applicant's representative indicated that Oscarsson requires numerous sequential 
steps involving cutting, placing of temporary end caps, applying of potting compound and subsequent cutting of sealed 
ends of the fibers; it was indicated that sealing of the housing is not simultaneously done with potting. 

With regard to claim 10, the main issue concerns whether or not the potting compound connects the housinq 
portions together in Oscarsson. 

With regard to claim 14, an issue is whether the apertures of Oscarsson are actually "potting" apertures and 
whether these are acessible after the housing portions are connected together. 
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